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RESPONSE TO RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT 



Dear Sir: 



This is in response to the Office Action mailed on September 7, 2006, in which 
the Examiner issued a restriction requirement. In the Office Action, the Examiner 
identifies: GROUP 1 as represented by claims 1-35 said to be drawn to a fluid dispenser, 
classified in class 134, subclass 17R; and GROUP II as represented by claims 36-45 said 
to be drawn to a method of delivering a rinse fluid, classified in class 8, subclass 158. 



Applicants submit that the Examiner's reasons for grouping the claims as recited 
does not comport with the recited subject matter of the claims. For example, the 
Examiner stated 4t the apparatus as claimed can be used to practice another and materially 
different process such as one not requiring the jets to have parallel flow with respect to 
one another". Applicants draw the Examiner's attention to device claim 20 (of GROUP 
1) and method claim 36 (of GROUP II). Both claims recite that the jets have a "generally 
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parallel relationship" Thus, Applicants submit that claim set 20-35 and claim set 36-45 
should be examined together. 

Furthermore, Applicants submit that claim 1 j$ generic to claims 20 and 36. 
Claim 1 recites "jets having a distinctive exit angle relative to a respective radius..." As 
recited .in paragraphs [029] and [030] of Applicants' specification such an arrangement 
encompasses various embodiments where such embodiments allow but do not necessarily 
require "configuring the jets to have a generally parallel relationship with respect to one 
another". 

For at least these reasons, Applicants submit that a restriction requirement in the 
present application is not proper in the claim 1 is generic to claims 2-45. Failing this, 
Applicants request that claims 1-19 be grouped together in a first grouping and claims 20- 
45 be grouped together in a second grouping. 

Nevertheless, in order to be compliant with the requirements of 37 C.F.R § 1. 143, 
Applicants provisionally elect with traverse to prosecute the claims of Group I (claims 1- 
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Respectfully submitted, 





Jason K. Klindtworth 
Reg. No. 47,211 
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